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OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

RESPONSE TO REPLY COMMENTS 

Pacific Radio Group, Inc. (“Pacific”), liccnsee of Station KLHI(FM), Lahaina, Hawaii, 

by i t s  counsel, hereby responds 10 the reply comments f i led i n  this proceeding. Pacific has 

accompanied this supplement with a motion for i t s  acceprance. In support hereof, Pacific states 

a\ lidlow>: 

I. Cox Radio, lnc. (“Cox”) filed reply comments i n  this proceeding on March 3, 

2002, the reply coniment datc. Cox had not participated at an earlier stage in this proceeding, 

and in  ils reply comments i t  raiscd a wholly new argument in opposition to Pacific’s previously 

unopposcd rcqtiest to allot Channel 266C to Waianae, Hawaii as i ts first local service. Paclfic 

w i l l  dcinonstratc hcrcin that C o x ’ s  argument i s  without foundaLion, 

2. Cox argues that a facility operating on Channel 266C cannot place the requisite 

70 dBu contour over Waianx,  as specified under Section 73.3 1.5 of the Commission’s Rules, 

due to the rcquiteinent that i t  protcct an FCC monitoring station located at  Waipahu, Hawaii. 

Cox states that in order to provide protection to the monitoring station Pacific w i l l  be obligated 
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I . S w  17 C.F.K 5 73.1030(cj. P;iciiic notes [hat tlir Icquireincnt to prurecr the monitoring s13iiuii i s  a 
requii.ciiiziii i inpo\cil u p m  ;In ;ippIicaiir, i ior  ;I rulc i i i d i i i g  periiioner. 



to implcmciit a directional antenna, which, in  turn, w i l l  reduce the signal strength in the direction 

01' Waianae hclow the level reqttircd for city-grade coverage. 

3 .  Thc basic prcmise of this argument i s  faulty, as a n  easily be seen with reference 

LO thc map altachcd as Exhibit E l .  The monitoring station i s  generally southeast of the proposed 

transmitter hitc, a n d  the conimunity is  generally northwest of the proposcd transmitter sitc. 

Certainly ii directional antenna ciin he designed to reduce power in  the direction of the 

monitoring station while radiating ful l  power in the opposite direction.' The need to protect the 

monitoring slation should have almost no effect on the station's community coverage. 

4. Ailached as Exhibit E3 are terrain profiles Crom the proposed antenna site to four 

points within [he community. These prol'ilcs show that a 150 meter tower w i l l  offer clear linc- 

of-sight to thc community 01'  Waianac. Moreover, a Class C facility wi l l  have no trouble 

developing ii 70 dBu signal with clcar line-of-sight at approximately 10 kilometers distance. 

Moreovcr, a s  Exhibit E2 showh, thc ability to locate a Channel 266C facility is by no means 

l imilcd t o  this particular tower sitc. The area in which a station could be located includes the 

coiiitnunity of Waianae ilsell, which clearly obviates any concern over the ability to place a city- 
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grade signal over the community. 

WHEREFORE, for thc foregoing reasons, thc Commission should deny Cox's objection 

and gi'ant Pacilic'y proposal in this proceeding. 

Moreover. the C~1mmissii~n i<  wi l l ing to waive the usual directional antenna limitations (r:lie-of-chanxe and 
i i i i i x i ~ ~ ~ u ~ ~ i ~ ~ i ~ ~ i i i i n i i ~ ~ u ~ i i  r i~r i i is )  wlieii n e c e w r y  for h e  protection olmonitoring points. Srr SHOWEM, 
/tic.. 6 FCC: Rctl 7364 ( I O 9  I ) .  

A s i n i l l  tu1:iiii lciiturr intruclei within lhc signal path L O  the extreme noriheast edge o f t h c  community. See 
Enhihit E - d .  The m:lll si/c of t l i i i  I m u r r  should not have a signiticanr eftect un the slgnal prop;igarirln in 
that (hrzction A\ the Engineering StaLernciit indiciiteh. ihc signal wi l l  still be i n  excess of I00 dBu over 
[hi, Ipciriion iif tlic coinrnunity. .Sw Exhihit E?. Srr Jar.k,co~r ur rdSu/~ , r r .~ l . i / / r ,  Krrrrucky. 17 FCC Rcd 4662 
I20011 (r igid t o  coti i lr l l lnltq erccetled 70 d l i u  zven Lhough path was partially terrain-tihqructed). 



Respectfully submitted, 

Mark N. Lipp 

Shook, Hardy & Bacon 
600 14th Street, NW 
Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20005-2004 

\ J .  Thoinas Nolan 

(202) 783-8400 

I ts  Counsel 

Apri I 2 I ,  2003 
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Engineering Statement 
In Support ofu 

Petition for Rulemaking 
KLH I 

Pacific Radio Group, Inc. 

Methods: 
All path profilc s td i e s  were calculated using the USGS 3-second terrain data and Radiosoft’s 
Comstudy vcr. 2.2.12. I3 . The F (50,SO) contour and site HAAT(using a terrain resolution of 
3”) were calculated using Comstudy ver. 2.2.12.13. Mapping was conducted using MapInfo 
ver. 7.0. Waianae community reference coordinates were obtained from Au Contraire 
Software’s FMSTUDY vcr. 27.07. The proposcd site elevation was obtained using a USGS 
7.5 minutc Quadrangle Map. 

Background : 
Cox Radio, Inc. (“Cox”) f i lcd reply comments on March 3, 2003 alleging that Pacific Radio 
Group’s (“Pacific”) Petition for Rule Making (“PRM”)(Docket 02-387, RM-10623) is - 
deficient based on a lack of city grade coverage of Waianae, HI 

The issues raised in Cox’s filcd reply comments are: 

I ,  Pacific does not provide any  protection to the FCC monitoring station located at  
21-22-45 N and 157-59-54 W. 

[ n  order to provide protection to the FCC monitoring station, Pacific would have to 
ernploy a directional antenna. Using the directional pattern of the master FM 
antenna of the tower at the proposed site, Pacific would be unable to provide city 
grade coverage of Waianae, Hl .  

3. Using the height ofthc tower at the proposed site, Pacific will be unable to provide 
line-of-sight to Waianae, H l  due to a major terrain obstruction. 

2. 

Hesponsc to tiled Comments: 

I .  Pacific did not provide protection to the FCC monitoring station because it is 
tlnnccessary for a PRM. If, however, a directional antenna is needed to protect the FCC 
monitoring station, it will not affect thc city grade coverage of Waianae since the 
monitoring station is in thc opposite direction of Waianae. The FCC monitoring station 
is located at a bearing of I01 dcgrecs from the proposed site and Waianae (using the 
community rcference coordinates of 21-26-41 N and 158-1 1-24 W) is located at a 
bearing of 299 degrees from thc proposed site (Sec Exhibit E l ) .  

2. Cox may have incorrectly assumed tha t  Pacific would be using the same directional 
pattern of the tower’s masier FM antenna located at the proposed coordinates of 21.23- 

I 



S I  N and 158-06-01 W. This pattern would not be acceptable as it would limit the 
transmitted signal in thc direction of Waianac. Pacific proposes to use a directional 
pattern that protects thc FCC monitoring station and allows city-grade coverage of 
Waianae. Also, Pacific is not restricted to thc proposcd site. The site was chosen 
bccause it alrcady has a n  existing tower. offers a high elevation to reduce the structure 
sizc of a lower, and has other towcrs in thc immediate area. Considering these facts, 
Pacific has a reasonablc assurancc that another tower could be built in the immediate 
area or that anothcr more suitable tower would be close by. Given the large area in 
which thc proposed site could be located, city grade coverage of Waianae will not be a 
problem (See Exhibit E2). 

3. In  ordcr to overcome the obstruction in  thc direction of Waianae, Pacific proposes to 
use a 150  meter tower (See Exhibit E3). To demonstrate that ample signal exists, 
Waianae can bc encompasscd by a 100 dBu F(50,50) contour (See Exhibit E4). 
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Statement o f  the Consultant 

Ttic enginecring portion ofthc reply comments was Iprepared for Pacific Radio Group. I t  was 

devcloped by American Media Serviccs, LLC.("AMS") and may not be used for purposes 

other than submission to the Commission by Pacific Radio Group. 

[ t  may not be reproduced in its entirety, or in part. by anyone (other than from the 

Commission) without the written consent of AMS. 

'Ihc information in this application is compiled from thc most recent Commission and outside 

data. AMS is not rcsponsiblc for errors resulting from incorrect data or unpublished rule and 

procedure changes. 

I personally prepared the foregoing exhibits. I certify to the best of my knowledge, education, 

and belief the above information is true and correct. 

For Aincrican Media Scrvices. LLC 

April 1, 2003 

I3 I I Chuck Dawley Blvd. Suitc 202 
Mount Pleasant, SC 29464 
(843)972-2200 
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Proposed Site 
21-23-51 N 
158-06-01 W 
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Iroquois Point 

Ewa Beach 

~ ~ ~ -~ ~ ~ ~ 

3 0 3 6 KLHl Relationship to Waianae and FCC Monitoring Station 

Exhibit E l  Kilometers 
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KLHl - Area to 
Exhibit E2 

Locate 8 0 8 16 
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KLHl - Path Profile Study 
Exhibit E3 

2 0 2 4 

Kilometers 



L 

i 



, 

... z ,. 



, 





100 dBu 
F(50,50) 

~ ~~~ ~ ~~ ~~ 
I 

4 0 4 8 

Kilometers 

Site Elevation: 695m 

HAAT: 704 m - Equivalent ERP: 69 kW 

KLHl - 100 dBu F(50,50) Coverage 
RCAMSL: 845 Exhibit E4 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I,  LIS, M .  Balzer, a secretary in the l aw f i rm of Shook, Hardy and Bacon, do hereby 
certify that  I have on this 21st  day of April, 2003, caused to be mailed by first-class mail, postage 
prepaid. copies of the foregoing "Response to Reply Comments" to the following: 

R. Bai-then Corman, Esq. 
Federal Communications Commission 
Audio Division 
44.5 I 2"' Srrcct, sw 
Room 3-A224 
Washington, DC 20.5.54 

Jay Dietr 
Ohana Broadcasters Corporation 
2234 Aha N i u  Place 
Honolulu, HI 96821 

Kcvin F. Reed 
Narn E. Kiln 
Dow, Lohnes M Albertson, PLLC 
1200 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W 
Suite 800 
Wabh i ngton. D.C. 20036-6802 
(Counsel to Cox Radio, Inc.) 


